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ROMAN ROADS IN ASHDOWN FOREST. 
By IVAN D. MARGARY, M.A. 


Air photography has been responsible for the discovery 
of the track of an ancient road which from its width must 
formerly have been of great importance. It is clearly 
traceable for three miles across the Forest from Chuck Hatch 
on the Hartfield—Gills Lap road to Camp Hill, Duddleswell. 

It is derelict throughout this distance, but from King’s 
Standing to Camp Hill a road of later construction with side 
banks has been built upon it and then abandoned again. 
North of King’s Standing it is practically undisturbed in the 
heather, but for the important exception that a remarkably 
deep hollow way (5 feet deep in places) cuts clean through it. 
This hollow way forms the Hartfield-Withyham parish 
boundary for about a mile and meanders along beside the 
course of the ancient road whose ditches can be seen as 
light-coloured grassy or rushy lines running dead straight and 
parallel through the heather (see Plate 1). Ata point about 
370 yards south of Five Hundred Acre Wood, Buckhurst, and 
180 yards WSW. of the 9th milestone on the King’s Standing— 
Groombridge road, the old road makes an absolutely sudden 
change of alignment pointing NNW. to Chuck Hatch!. It 
can be followed all the way, passing through the north-east 
corner of the small isolated enclosure, Loneoak Hall, near 
Chuck Hatch. 

For most of the way it can be seen that the central portion 
of the road is somewhat raised, though it is much obscured 
by vegetation and sometimes spoilt by diggings or tracks. 
By far the most interesting feature is its width which for a 
distance of at least 1350 yards can be clearly seen to be 
60 feet between the outer ditches, and where the track is 
best preserved the central 24 feet is raised about 18 inches, 
leaving two lower side spaces about 18 feet wide. 

(1) This is the best point to make for if it is desired to visit the 
road, and it is only about 40 yards west of the modern road. The 
western ditch is the plainest and the angle occurs close to three isolated 
fir trees. A good view of the raised centre portion can be had 190 
yards north of the angle where a track crossesit. I should be pleased 


to act as guide by appointment, for the road is somewhat difficult to 
find without the air photograph, although plain when once “ visualised.”’ 
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This northern alignment to Chuck Hatch appears to be 
continued by the eastern edge of Posingford Wood, along a 
considerable length of property boundary on the East side of 
Landhurst Wood and across the Colemans Hatch—Hartfield 
road at Gallypot Street towards the Medway. North of 
the river there seem to be traces of a raised bank in two fields 
on this alignment which would then pass near Bassetts Farm 
and Castle Hill (a name with no apparent history) to the east 
end of Holtye Common. It seems likely that the actual line 
followed would be the lane north of Bassetts Farm, slightly 
to the east of the true line, so avoiding a stream, and it is 
significant that at a point 300 yards south of Holtye I actually 
found iron slag in the bed of the lane which Mr. E. Straker 
has examined and declares to be of true ancient type. This 
is of course close to Spode Lane, Cowden, and the Edenbridge 
Roman Road. 

Capt. W. A. Grant has very kindly given me the correct 
prolongation of the true Edenbridge alignment across sheets 
of the six inch map to the angle in the road near Five Hundred 
Acre Wood and it is found that the actual line of the road 
here described is parallel to and about 200 yards east of the 
true Edenbridge alignment. It may be that this difference 
is due to the fact that the true line would involve long oblique 
crossings of three streams. ‘The course of the Roman road 
is indicated on map by broken lines and the true alignment 
by a full line. 

The conclusion seems irresistible that we have here the 
continuation of the Edenbridge Roman road across Ashdown 
Forest. Who but the Romans would have laid out such 
a very straight engineered road at such an early date that 
it was overgrown and already forgotten by the men whose 
traffic formed the winding hollow way alongside the real 
toad and cutting across it so deeply ? 

The triple formation of the road just where it crosses the 
highest ground (700 feet) forms a striking parallel with the 
well-known triple portion of Stane Street on Glatting Down, 
Bignor Hill, also across high ground. 

The Maresfield ironworks, only 1} miles south of Camp 
Hill, are of course an obvious reason for such a road, and the 
site is indeed connected directly with Camp Hill by a track 
along a very straight and narrow spur quite ideal for the 
purpose, but I cannot think that a road of such dimensions 
could have been built to lead solely to Maresfield. The 
most natural continuation of the main route is down the road 
(along a well-marked spur) from Camp Hill to Lampool 
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Plate Il 





The Roman Road, the old winding tracks and modern road diverging from 
it beyond the enclosures at Coleman’s Hatch. 
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Corner, through Maresfield Park to Pilt Down where it may 
have joined another route coming up from Malling Down, 
east of Lewes, by Clay Hill, Isfield and Buckham Hill. There 
are some fragmentary indications of such a route, but 
further local investigation is desirable. 

The discovery of this road on Ashdown Forest provided 
the connection for another road which I had previously found 
near Coleman’s Hatch. This can be traced quite plainly in a 
derelict state for about 14 miles between Coleman’s Hatch and 
WychCross. Itis more clearly preserved than the other road, 
21 feet wide, with a good deal of the natural ironstone showing 
and a distinct camber where it is well preserved. It is 
terraced up across low places and is obviously an engineered 
road laid out in perfectly straight alignments. The modern 
road occupies one of these for a short distance at the Coleman’s 
Hatch end, and then diverges from it on reaching the open 
Forest to follow a sinuous course which the air photographs 
have shown to be the mean route of a large number of ancient 
pack-horse tracks (see Plate 2). The road again falls into the 
straight alignment of the old road at a point called High 
Beech and follows the alignments almost to Wych Cross. 

It is significant that the sinuous portion of the modern 
toad is thus shown to be the true successor to the old pack- 
horse tracks, for it is inconceivable that the derelict straight 
road should have been made subsequently, only to beabandoned 
for a more modern road made deliberately with quite 
unnecessary curves to follow the yet older pack-horse tracks. 
Obviously the straigiitt road existed first of all, the tracks 
wandered from it where on the open Forest there were no 
enclosures to prevent them, and the modern sinuous road 
crystallised, so to speak, from these tracks. But if this be 
true it means that the straight road was laid out before the 
pack-horse tracks were formed, and it seems unlikely that the 
work can be other than Roman. Actual proof that the pack- 
horse tracks are of medieval origin is indeed provided by a 
specific reference in the Parliamentary Surveys of Sussex 
(1658).2 

(2) S.A.C. 23. p.251, Survey No. 12, Ashdown Forest, Warren 
Lodge.—The Northern boundary of the ‘‘Comon Wast Ground ” 
allotted to Warren Lodge (now Ashdown Park) is there laid down as 
following the highway from Wych Cross to Coleman’s Hatch, and a 
special memorandum (p.253), was added that 

searches whereas there is divers cart tracts or wayes leading from 
high beech aforesaid towards Collmans hatch aforesaid ‘be it remembered 
that the high-way by us sett forth as aforesaid leadeth from the 
northernmost of the said wayes or tracks.” 
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A bank can still be seen to the north of the modern road 
which presumably marks the boundary as there defined. The 
important point to notice is that the Commissioners evidently 
regarded the highway from Wych Cross as a suitable and 
definite boundary except between High Beech and Coleman’s 
Hatch where there was a confusion of tracks, a fact which 
exactly supports my suggestion. 

At Coleman’s Hatch the line of the road is continued 
north-eastward through the grounds of Holly Hill and was 
indeed shown there on older maps. The Hartfield main 
road may mark its course, but this has evidently been much 
altered by the digging of huge pits at Cabbagestalk. The 
main route through Gallypot Street is only a mile beyond. 
Nore.—I have been over the ground on two occasions with 
Mr. Margary and having been kept informed of all the details 
I should like to associate myself with his statements and to 
express my belief that his discovery described in it is of the 
first importance. S. E. WINBOLT. 





BISHOP SHERBURNE AND SHULBREDE PRIORY. 
By W. D. PECKHAM. 

The partial, or attempted, suppression of Shulbrede Priory 
by Bishop Sherburne some years before the Dissolution is 
one of the minor problems of the ecclesiastical history of the 
county. There being no certainty in the matter a guess may 
have some value. 

It is unlikely that any evidence, other than that which I 
shall presently adduce, is to be found in Sherburne’s Register ; 
it was kept in a form easy to search, and it has been searched 
again and again. It is, of course, possible that some elaborate 
Act of Visitation or Suppression was drawn up, but never 
fair-copied into the register—a number of collations that were 
undoubtedly made are not to be found there—but it is also 
possible that some, at least, of the steps taken by Sherburne 
were taken in a private capacity, in which case they would 
find no place in his official Register. 

The only direct evidence which we have is a letter of 
Layton’s written from Shulbrede during the Visitation of 
1535. One edge of this has been torn away, but some of the 
missing words can certainly be supplied from the docket, more 
can plausibly be conjectured, and the general drift is clear!. 

(1) The letter is printed in S.A.C. xlvii, 32, and both letter and 
docket in The Priory and Manor of Lynchmere and Shulbrede, A. A. 
Ponsonby, p.106. Through the courtesy of Mr. Ponsonby, now Lord 
Ponsonby of Shulbrede, I have seen a photographic copy of the 
original, and it is from this that I quote, the printed versions being 
far from accurate. 
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It is easy to dismiss Layton off-hand as a biassed and 
utterly untrustworthy witness?, but he is our only witness, 
and we must either attempt to extract the truth from his 
letter or forego it altogether. 

Some men lie knowingly and deliberately, others—probably 
we have all known such—make the grossest misstatements 
(to use a word which avoids the moral connotation of the word 
‘lie’) because they possess in a high degree the faculty of 
believing whatever they want to believe, irrespective of the 
hardest facts. Take such a character, adda strong tendency 
to jump to hasty conclusions on the first evidence offered, 
add also, possibly the result of some childhood impression, 
a violent antipathy to all Regular clergy, and you probably 
have a fair estimate of Doctor Richard Layton. 

His letter begins with an accusation against the morals 
of all five canons. It is quite incredible that he should have 
learned, on trustworthy evidence and in the short space 
of his visit (he proposed to,‘ despatch’ both Shulbrede and 
Easebourne in the course of a day’s ride from Waverley to 
Chichester), the facts which he records so precisely ; and it 
is unlikely, to say the least, that his accusation, supported 
as it is by no other evidence whatever, should be true. Yet 
it is on the evidence of this one letter that the morals of the 
Canons of Shulbrede in the sixteenth century have been 
condemned3. 

The letter goes on to speak of Sherburne’s suppression 
and actually, so far as we can judge from a defective text, 
contradicts itself. Layton first says that ‘[the Bishop] 
purposede to have suppressede the howse,’ four lines lower 
down this has grown into ‘ he made his suppression.’ Let us 
suppose that the facts behind the suppression story are that 
Layton found the Priory buildings in a bad state of repair, 
the Frater unpaved and some buildings ruinous and unroofed, 
and that he heard that the Bishop had proposed to suppress, 
but had been prevented by the Patron. A mind like his would 
at once jump to the conclusion that the Bishop could have no 
motive but the ‘wyckednes of the monks’, and that the 

(2) Lest I be thought to be overstating the case I quote from The 
Political History of England, vol. v. (H. A. l. Fisher) p.374. ‘‘ The 
commissioners....were men upon whose word it is impossible to 
depend. They were all....bent upon the discovery of damning 
evidence, and capable of accepting slanderous rumour for proven fact. 
....Layton....accepted and approved bribes, helped himself to gold 
and silver crosses, and described the disgusting results of his enquiry 
in a series of volatile and slap-dash epistles.” 

(3) S.A.C. xlvii, p.31; V.C.H. Sussex ii, p.17, contrast p.82. 
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‘spoile and Robry ’ which moves the indignation of this thief, 
or would-be thief, was the Bishop’s work. Yet the ruinous 
condition of the buildings may have been due to nothing but 
mismanagement and poverty, the ‘ goodely In’ mortgaged 
and the livestock sold to pay debts, and Sherburne may not 
have taken away a single one of the ‘pilers of Marbull’ 
(Sussex marble was out of fashion as a building material 
then). 

Let us turn to Bishop Sherburne. In 1519, which tallies 
reasonably well with Layton’s ‘about x yere sens’, he had 
held the See of Chichester ten years, long enough for him to 
have arrived at practical conclusions as to the pressing needs 
of the Church of England. Two years earlier his fellow Bishop, 
Fox, had founded his College in Oxford, not for Regulars, 
as he had at first intended, but for Seculars. ‘The advice 
given to Fox by Hugh Oldham, Bishop of Exeter and 
practically co-founder of Corpus, is worth quoting :—‘ What, 
my lord, shall we build houses and provide livelihoods for a 
company of bussing monks whose end and fall we ourselves 
may live to see ; no, no, it is more meet a great deal that we 
should have care to provide for the increase of learning, and for 
such as who by their learning shall do good in the church and 
commonwealth‘.’ 

Waynflete’s great foundation at Oxford, endowed with the 
property of a number of suppressed monasteries, had actually 
been in building when Sherburne was Fellow of New College ; 
Wolsey’s still greater scheme was already in contemplation 
in 15195, and we know that, later on at least,ithad Sherburne’s 
approval’. We know, too, that Sherburne himself imitated, 
on a smaller scale, Waynflete and Wolsey in suppressing small 
and, in his opinion, useless religious houses to provide a 
livelihood for well-educated Seculars ; even respect for his 
sainted predecessor Richard did not deter him from suppressing 
the Hospital of St. Edmund at Wyndham and using the 
revenues to endow a Prebend?. At exactly what date he 
first decided to do so we do not know, but necessarily some 
time before December 1521, when the first appointment to 
the Prebend of Wyndham was made§. 

(4) Oxford Hist: Soc: 1893 p.21. I fancy I can catch a foretaste 
of the stately words of the Oxtord Bidding Prayer’....that there 
may not fail a succession of men duly qualified to serve God in Church 
and State....’ 

(5) Fisher op. cit. p.224. 

(6) V.C.H. Sussex 1i, p.16. 

(7) W.R. W. Stephens. See of Chichester, p.194. 

(8) Reg: Sherburne 1, f. 32 v. 
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On June 12 1519 Sherburne collated John (Young) Bishop 
of Gallipoli, professed in the Order of St. Augustine, to the 
Priory of Shulbrede, vacant by the resignation of Sir Nicholas 
Feversham and in the Bishop’s gift by lapse’. 

The dry objective nature of this record, coming between 
a collation in full right to the Vicarage of Amberley and a 
collation by lapse to the decayed, and henceforth sinecure, 
Chantry of Ferring, may easily cause us to fail to notice its 
remarkable character. 

Of Feversham!’ I have no other information ; I would 
only point out that the statement that he had resigned is 
not really inconsistent with Layton’s statement that the 
Bishop ‘ deposede the prior ’ ; Layton’s version may represent 
the substance, Sherburne’s the official form, of the same 
resignation made under pressure, or the deposition may be 
no more than a figment of Layton’s imagination. More 
material is the fact that, from whatever cause, his successor 
was not elected by the Convent but appointed by the Bishop. 

And the Bishop’s nominee is sufficiently startling. To 
this obscure and inaccessible little Priory he appoints, not 
aCanon of the House, nor a Canon from one of theother small 
Augustinian houses in the diocese, but—the suffragan of the 
blind Bishop of London. The appointment is even more 
remarkable when John Young’s history is considered!!. 
Like Sherburne himself he was educated at both the St. Mary 
Winton Colleges, founded for the training of secular, not 
regular, clergy ; and in the record of his active life there is 
no other hint of his having been a Regular. It looks as 
though he entered the Order of St. Augustine solely to qualify 
for the headship of Shulbrede. 

Cui bono? Not the Priory, surely. Young travelled 
down to Sussex for his formal installation, doubtless gave 
the sub-prior general orders to ‘carry on’, and returned to 
his Episcopal duties in London. Neither his business 
capacity nor his spiritual gifts can have been employed, to 
any appreciable extent, in the interests of the Priory. 
It is equally unlikely that he found the post a profitable one ; 

(9) Ibid. f. 29 v. 

(10) The name is not very distinctly written ; it appears to read 


Feushem, but I suspect the bar to be a slovenly way of writing the ey 
contraction. 


(11) See the account of him in D.N.B. He was not Dean of 
Chichester at the time, as V.C.H. Sussex, ii p.51 would seem to imply. 
Master John Yong occurs as Dean Jan. 22 1509-10 (Reg: 
Sherburne i, f. 132) and the Deanery was vacant March 4 1516-17 
(Jbid. f. 13 r.). 
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the cost of Papal Dispensations alone may well have 
counterbalanced any profits he got from the headship of a 
House which was only worth £72 in 1535. Had Sherburne 
merely wished to do a brother Wykhamist a good turn, or 
to augment the income of the Suffragan of the Bishop of 
London, one of a dozen sinecures in his gift would have served 
the purpose better!2, 

My inference is probably clear enough by now. Sherburne 
contemplated using the revenues of Shulbrede for the endowment 
of some of his new Prebends!%. The first step towards doing 
so would be to acquire the advowson. But before, or during, 
the negotiations for that end the Priory fell vacant. 
Sherburne took the opportunity to put in a friend whom he 
knew he could trust to put no difficulties in the way of 
suppression. It is only because the Earl of Northumberland 
refused to part with the advowson that there is no Prebend 
of Shulbrede in the Cathedral to-day. 





SUSSEX ENTRIES IN LONDON PARISH REGISTERS. 
By W. H. CHALLEN. 
(continued from Vol. II p.235). 

When transcribing voluntarily, with the kind permission of 
the Rector, all the marriages from 1538 to 1836 at St. 
Matthew, Friday Street, and St. Peter, Westcheap, London, 
I came across the following specific references to Sussex. 

St. Peter, Westcheap was destroyed in the Great Fire of 
1666 & then united with St. Matthew, Friday Street which in 
1881 became united with St. Vedast, Foster Lane to which 
St. Michael-le-Querne had already been united after the Great 
Fire. 

St. PETER WESTCHEAP. 
1575—May 18. Steven Collyns of Burwashe in Sussex 
& Johane Cockes of this pishe. 
1611—May 8. John Culpepper of Ardingley in Sussex, 
gent. & Elizabeth ffarnefoulde dau. of Richard 
ffarnefoulde late of Gleninge (sic) in said countye, (lic.). 

(12) Young was subsequently collated to the Prebend of Wittering ; 
the collation is not registered, but probably took place not earlier than 
Aug. 26 1519 (Reg. Sherburnei, f. 16 r.) when John Aslaby, who 
certainly held the Prebend at one time, was living. Young occurs as 
Prebendary May 27 1521 (Ibid. f. 100 r.). We may surmise a 
connection between his resignation of Shulbrede and his collation 
to the Prebend. 

(13) Waynflete seems to have contemplated appropriating them 
for Magdalen. Ponsonby, op. cit. p.55. 
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1611—June 6. William Comfort of Washington in 
Sussex, yeoman & Johane Parson of Ashurste in said 
countye, mayden, (lic.). 

1627—July 31. Symon Everden of Cliffe in Lewes in 
Sussex, Grocer & Margarett Hall of Cliffe by a lyc. 
from the Lord grace of Canterbury. 

1648—Oct. 27. Harbert Morly Esq. of ginde (Glinde) 
in Sussex & Mary the dau. of Sir John Trever Knight 
of Westminster. 

St. MATTHEW FRIDAY STREET. 

1633—Oct. 3. Thomas Peckham! & Jane Williams. 

1692—Apr. 19. John Blurton of St. Mary Aldermanbury 
singleman & Mary Ryding of Lewis town spinster by 
lic. from Archbp. of Canterbury. 

1697—Sep. 9. John Grayling of St. Clements in 
Hastings in Sussex & Alise Lutham of ye same married 
by James Thomas. 

1698—Aug. 7. Samuell Eborall of Barnham (? Sussex) 
bach., & Elizabeth Cook of Rygate in Surry, by Mr. 
Jas. Thomas, Curate. 

1703—June 20. William Simmonds, Dean of Battle 
in Sussex, widr. & Mary Row, by Mr. Harris. 

1703—Nov. 9. Joseph Tucker of Rye in Sussex & 
Elizabeth Jeak, wid., by John Harris, Lecturer. 

1703—Feb. 14. William Inge of Thorp Constantine 
in Staffordshire & Eliz. Newton of ye Thistle by Will. 
Simmonds, D2. of Battle. 

1705—May 5. Phillip Hensham Esquire of Billinghurst 
in Sussex & Mabell Raymond of Henshaw in Berks., 
by Simon Lowth, D.D.D. Rochr. 

St. MATTHEW & ST. PETER UNITED REGISTER. 

1774—Feb. 7. Henry Barton of Hellingly in Sussex, 
bach. & Jane Rason of St. Peter Cheap, (lic.) by Thomas 
Pollen. Witnesses: John Hartshorne, John Barton. 

1801—Mch. 6. Jeremiah Hart of St. Matthew, Friday 
Street, bach. & Mary Kensey Mills of Frant in Sussex, 
spin. (lic.) by George Avery Hatch, Rector. Witnesses: 
Mary Hart, James Axcell. 











Through the courtesy of Mr. William McMurray, Vestry 
& Parish Clerk of St. Anne & St. Agnes with St. John Zachary, 
London, I have been kindly permitted toextract the marriages 

(1) Included because Mr. W. D. Peckham thinks this Thomas 


Peckham is his great5-grandfather of Rumboldswick c. 1600-1673/4 
who had a wife Jane. 
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to 1837 specifically relating to Sussex in the parish registers. 
It was unnecessary for me to make a transcription of all 
the marriages as Mr. McMurray has already made a copy and 
an index of the registers. 
St. ANNE & St. AGNES. 1641-1837 (Gap: 1665-1679). 
1652—Aug. 10. John Knocles & Mary Edmonds, 
Bartholomewes the greate & Sussex. 
1705—June 3. Philip Squire of Darking, Surrey, tayler 
near the Chequer, & Sarah Pilford of Horsam, Sussex, 
from her mothers at Horsa next Kingshead, per Mr. 
Morer, Rector. (lic.). 
1711—May 20. Guy Okely & Elizabeth Field both of 
Medhurst, Sussex, per Thos. Moror, Rector.  (lic.). 
1723—July 30. James Collins of Harting, Sussex, & 
Sarah Gostelow of St. Sepulchers, London, per Mr. 
Dawes, Curate, (lic.). (A second record states per Wm. 
Butler, Rector). 
1725—Sep. 15. Gabriell Tompkin & Sarah Catt both 
of East Grinsted, Sussex, per Wm. Dawes, Curate. 
(Lic.). 
1726—Feb. 14. Gabriell Tomkins of East Grinstead, 
Sussex, & Catherine Tomkins of Tunbridge, 
Cambridgeshire, per Wm. Butler, (lic.). 
1729—Sep. 4. Lee Duke of St. Thomas near Lewes, 
Sussex, & Eliz. Glover of Croydon, Surry, per Wm. 
Butler, Rector. (lic.). 
1745—Aug. 14. John Page of Sherrington, Bucks., 
bach. & Elizabeth Faulkconer of West Heathly, 
Sussex, spin., by Wm. Smith. 
1749—June 8. John Osmer of Chittenfoold, Surry, 
bach. & Mary Fielder of Medhurst, Sussex, spin., by 
Wm. Clarke, Curate. (lic.). 
St. JOHN ZACHARY. 
1755-1837. (No earlier register available). (united 
with St. Anne & St. Agnes after the Great Fire). 
No reference to Sussex noticed. 








ST. ANDREW, ALFRISTON. 
SUSSEX CHURCH PLANS, NO. VIII. 

The Church of St. Andrew, Alfriston, is notable as an 
important example of a regular cruciform plan, without 
aisles, the whole fabric being built at one time. The date 
given by the Victoria County History of Sussex is circa 1360, 
and it can be compared with the rather later Church of Holy 
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Trinity, Poynings. The faces of the wall piers that carry 
the central tower are concave in plan, and the bases and 
moulded caps are similarly hollowed. The tower is covered 
by a shingled brooch spire. The church was granted to 
Michelham Priory at the end of the 14th century. W.H.G, 
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A BRIGHTHELMSTON “ TARRIAT” OF 1673. 
By W. CLARKSON WALLIS, J.P. 

The “ Tarriat’’ of which a transcript is here given, is written 
upon a strip of parchment about forty inches in length by six 
and a half inches wide. 

The writing is in a clear cursive hand though the 
orthography is often somewhat variable. 

The document is of considerable interest in connection 
with the topography of Brighton, illustrating, as it does, the 
peculiar system of land tenure and division which continued 
in use in Brighthelmston from early Saxon times until the end 
of the 18th century. 

This ‘‘ Tarriat’’ may be described as a schedule of the 
several portions or allotments of land, often widely separated 
from one another, owned by one Thomas Cobby in 
Brighthelmston, in 1673. 

The situation and extent of these portions is indicated 
under the denominations of Laines, Furlongs and Pauls. 

The Laine was a large area of irregular size and shape, 
divided into long and somewhat narrow portions called 
Furlongs ; these also not conforming to any particular 
measurement. 

The Furlong was again subdividedin to transverse strips 
called Pauls or paulpieces, eight of which were held to be 
equivalent to an acre. 

This singular system of land division is of great antiquity, 
dating back certainly to times previous to Domesday and 
possibly even earlier than King Alfred. The late Mr. F. E. 
Sawyer, in an article upon the subject, quotes an authority 
as stating that the system is apparently a distinct survival 
of an ancient Teutonic custom, more or less communal by 
which a settlement with its adjacent land was divided into 
three denominations :—the Village, the Arable, and the 
Common (or Waste) lands. 

Each family or unit, had itsallotted portion, but thereseems 
to have been some sort of agreement and co-operation among 
them, in regard to the rotation and harvesting of crops, and 
the grazing of cattle. 

By degrees, however, the allotments became more strictly 
defined and eventually an actual proprietorship came to be 
established. 

This is exactly descriptive of what was evidently the 
original system of land tenure in Brighthelmston and which 
is still traceable by references in title deeds, for the 
identification of properties within the parish of Brighton. 
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It is of special interest to know that this method of 
tenantry survived in this country only in a few parishes in 
the vicinity of Brighton and is nowhere more completely 
exemplified than in the case of this particular parish. 

The old Saxon settlement of which the “‘ Knab”’ was no 
doubt the nucleus, gradually extended until its boundaries 
were East St., North St. and West St. This corresponds to 
the ‘‘ Village,”"—and outside these limits the Laines or 
arable lands were gradually developed by breaking up the 
surrounding down-land asthe requirements of the community 
demanded. 

Our present knowledge of the several areas constituting the 
Brighthelmston Laines is based upon an actual survey made 
in 1738 called a Terrier of which several copies are in existence 
in the town. This plan, not only delineates the principal 
divisions of Laines and Furlongs but also sets out precisely 
the individual allotments (pauls) as then held by their 
respective proprietors. Of these comparatively small portions 
(each an eighth of an acre only) an individual proprietor might 
be the owner of few or many, but they were not by any means 
necessarily all adjoining one another, but were generally 
widely separated and distributed in various furlongs. This 
is illustrated in the accompanying “ Tarriat.” In 1776 
however, an arrangement was made amongst the several 
owners by which they were enabled to have their scattered 
portions brought together in one piece in each furlong. 

The Terrier of 1738 shows that at that time there were 
five Laines, three situated on the hill-side east of the Steine 
Valley and two on the west. 

During the succeeding half century two or three others 
were added as the “ Tenantry Down” or Common land was 
encroached upon as “ new-broak ground.” 

The space available here will not admit of any detailed 
description of the several Laines nor of many matters of 
interest connected with them, relative to local topography. 
Some brief particulars, however, may be given of one of the 
larger areas, as an example which in a general way is 
applicable to the rest. 

The “North Laine” includes the whole area between the 
present Church St. on the south to New England Road on the 
north. It was divided into eight furlongs, each separated 
from the next, by a narrow path called a “‘ Leakway.” In 
the subsequent extension of the town these leakways have 
had an important bearing in determining the position and 
direction of the streets which run from the valley to the summit 
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of the hill. Thus the present North Road, Glo’ster Road, 
Trafalgar St., and the other parallel streets which follow 
northward, mark the former actual divisions of the furlongs, 
respectively distinguished as the ‘Home,’ “ First,” 
“Second ”’ and so forth. 

The transverse strips or pauls representing the proprietory 
allotments in like manner account for the irresponsible 
laying-out of the cross streets, which were erected as the 
owners biought their portions of land into the ‘“ market,” 
without regard to any system of town-planning, or connection 
with neighbouring properties. Several of these streets bear 
the names of the former owners of the land on which they 
stand, i.e. Tidy, Mighell, Dorset, Boyce, etc. 

An item in the Terrier plan worth mentioning suggests 
that Brighthelmston folk were not unmindful of the possibility 
of a hostile menace disturbing their ancient peace. Two 
pieces of land situated in the level valley are shown, called 
the Home Butts and North Butts. These in old times were 
open fields for the practice of archery, in which art of war 
the Sussex men were famous. Doubtless there were many 
Brighthelmston bowmen at Hastings and in the wars in France. 
Certainly they made a gallant defence of their own homes 
on the tragic night in 1514 when “ Prior Jhon! the Great 
capitayne of the French navy ”’ with his galleys, raided and 
set fire to the town. The alarm was given and the 
Chronicler tells us “the people began to gather’’ and the 
French to retreat. ‘‘ Then six archers which kept the watch, 
folowed Prior Jhon to the sea and shott so fast that they 
bett the galleys from the shore and wounded many and Prior 
Jhon was shoott in the face and was likely to have dyed.”’ 

(1) Anglicized form of Admiral Prégent de Bidoux, the distin guished 


French Admiral. See Hall’s Chronicle, 6 Hen. VIII. and Horsfield, 
Vol. 1, p.118 


A TARRIAT OF THE LAND OF 
Thomas Cobby as it lyes in pcells in the common Laynes 
in Brighthelmstone, taken ye 30th of May 1673. 

IN Y® LITTLE LAYNE 
one half acre of his land, lying on the west side of the midle 
mill haveing half an acre of Jonas Paine on y® west and five 
Roods of Mighells land on y® east. 

IN Y® UPPER FFURLONG 
one short Roode of his land, Running unto Wid Harrisons 
land and haveing one peice of half an Acre, of Capt John 
Humpherys land on the west. 
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one half acre more of his land butting to y® wid Harrisons 
on ye South end, having one pall of Duntons land on y® west 
Side. 
EAST LAYNE Y® HOME FURLONG 

one half acre more of his land haveing one short Rood of 
Capt Humphery on ye nort Side 
one half acre more of his:land'‘next¥y* headland, butting 
against half an acre of Mighells on y® west. 

IN Y€ SECOND FURLONG 
one half acre more of his land, haveing half an acre of John 
ffreinds on the north side, and half an acre of Duntons on 
y® South Side. 

IN Y€ WHITE HAUCK BOTTOM 
on Narrow Roode of his land, haveing half an Acre of 
Mighells land on y® north, and one Acre of Will Jefferys on 
the south. 
three palls more of his land in Little Lower, Running up in 
white hauck, haveing one Narrow Rood of Capt Humpherys 
on y¢ north, & one acre of John ffreinds on y* South. 
NEW BROAK GROUND 

one half Acre of his land haveing:one long Rood of John 
ffreinds of Preston on y* north & 4 an Acre of Capt Humpherys 
on y® South. 

THE CLIFF FFURLONG 
one half Acre of his Land, haveing one half Acre of Duntons 
land on y® west, & half an acre of Durrants land on y® east 
one single Roode more of his land haveing three Roods of 
Rich. Hunns land on y® East Side. 

THE BREACH FF URLONG 
one half Acre of his land haveing one half acre of Will 
Jefferys on the South Side, & half an acre of John ffreeland 
on y® South. 

THE FURLONG BELOW Y* SHEPHERDS ACRE 

one half Acre of his land, lying under the greene banck 
haveing half an acre of Guntors on y® east & half an acre 
of St Anthonys on y® west. 
one single Roode of his land, on the top of the hill haveing 
one Acre of Will Jefferys on y* east. 
one short Roode in the home forlong of his land, heading 
to one Rood of y® wid Harrisons one South, haveing one 
short Rood of Bakers land on y® east & half an Acre of Cap 
Humpherys on the West. 
one half Acre of his land: Lying on the topp of the hill, 
haveing half an Acre of Edw: Guntors on the west side. 
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IN Y€ SECOND FFURLONG 
one half acre of his land: haveing one Rood of Will Jeffery’s 
on the east Side, and one Rood of Duntons land on y® west, 
one pall of his land neer y® stone haveing half an acre of 
ffreind of Preston lying on y® East Side. 
half an Acre more of his land Lying next to Isslingword 
furlong, haveing three Roods of ffreind of Preston on y® east 
Side, and half an Acre of Joyes land, on y® West. 
one single Roode more of his land in Islingword furlong 
haveing one Rood of John ffirylands on y® East, of a Roode 
of ffreind of Preston on y® West. 
THE NORTH LAYNE—Y* HOME FORLONG 
one short Roode of his land, Lying at the north end of y® 
furlong butting toone short Roode of Duntons on y® south, 
haveing one acre of y¢ Earl of Dorsetts land on y¢ east & half 
an acre of his on y® west. one half Acre more of his land in 
y® Church furlong haveing half an Acre of Edmond Guntors 
on y¢ east, and half an acre of wid harison on y® west. 
one half acre in y® second ffurlong : haveing one acre of old 
Rich : worgers on y® west side & half an acre of Rich: 
worgers young? on y* east. 
half an Acre more of his land in the third ffurlong haveing half 
an acre of Duntons land on y¢ East side and half an Acre of 
Rich : worger Jun on y® west. 
one short Roode in the fourth ffurlong: heading against 
one Rood of Rich: Gunns on y® north & haveing half an 
acre of Capt Humpherys on y* West Side. 
one halfe Acre more of his land: in the fift furlong haveing 
half an Acre of Joyes land on y* West, and half an Acre of 
Mighells Land on y® East. 
half an Acre more of his land in Rottingdean? ffurlong haveing 
half an Acre of John ffireind on y® east, and half an Acre of 
Will Jefferys on y® West. 
WEST LAYNE 
one three Rood peice of his land being the headland haveing 
one Roode of wid Harrisons heading against it on y¢ northend :— 
one. Rood more of his land in the Cliff ffurlong, having one 
Rood of Duntons on y®* west & one Rood on y€ east. 
Wittness our hands the day & yeare above written 


James ffreind William leffery 
: efiery 
tenant of y® said land J 


the mark of Henery Howell 
Henry (Smith John ffarncomb 
the olde his A mark 


(2) Manor of Radynden not Rottingdean. See S.A.C. lxii, 65. 
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THE CHURCH WARDENS’ ACCOUNTS OF WEST 
TARRING. 
Communicated by REV. W. J. PRESSEY, M.A., F.S.A. 


The parish of West Tarring is fortunate in its possession 
of the accounts kept by its churchwardens, from the sixth 
year of King Henry VIII. (1514), and extending over a 
period of sixty-five years. 

The volume is in remarkably good condition, and still haS 
the original cover of thin parchment, with its two back pieceS 
of leather, though the binding is somewhat damaged, and one 
or two of the folios are rather mutilated. The book measures 
in height 11 inches, it is nine inches in breadth, and seven- 
eighths of an inch thick. The condition of the paper and the 
ink is on the whole excellent, here and there however in 
places, the handwriting has faded, but the edges of the folios 
are in wonderfully good condition, and the volume with but 
two exceptions, still possesses its 64 folios intact. 

The book was put together in much the same way as many 
of the church records of this period seem to have been 
fashioned :—sheets of rough foolscap paper, in sections of 
4, 5 or sometimes 6 sheets, were doubled over, and stitched 
together with a stout linen thread, in such a way as to form 
a coverless quarto note book. This book was then encased 
in a thin parchment cover and strengthened with leather 
back pieces. 

Two folios have been cut out, but apparently this does 
not affect the entries as the mutilation has occurred on unused 
portions. The paper shows the watermark of a glove or 
gauntlett of leather, the dexter hand displayed palm outwards, 
and issuing from the middle finger is a flower of five petals 
on its stalk. This mark is found frequently on paper of the 
Tudor period, and may not improbably have originated in 
the representation of the Divine Hand raised in the act of 
Benediction, a design occurring often upon Communion patens 
of medieval date. 

Fol. 1. 
A° H VIII vj. 
M®¢ that ther was Chosyn cherch Wardens 
to the cherche of Tarryng Joh pers of Salvyngton 
& Thomas Lynstar of tarryng at the fest of the 
Anfiticiacion of owr Lady 
ffyrst the sayd John & Thomas hath Resseyuyd of the Rood 
Lyght iij® ix 
Itm we haff Resseyuydfor the paskall Viij® iiij? 
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Itm Re‘ on trynytie sonday for the chyrch Ale —— xxvij§® x4 
And All costs payd 


Itm Rc‘ on Ryc? Weston of Brodwatt? for rent 




















Itm for wrytyng vj! 
of the chyrch land————_ xxxd 
for brede and Ale i1 ob 
Itm Rc4 bub for Rent of the chyrch hows————— iiij® iiij4 
Itm Rc4 on Alys Dabernon vj§ viij4 
Sm Reymenyg in the chyrch box iiij!! xiiij4 
Itm ther ys howyng to the chyrche xxx8 

Fol. Ia. 

anh I517 


M That henry Rychardson pryst 
was In ductyd vycar of goryng 
The xxvij day of november the 
the day & yer aboueseyd 
(NOTE—The rest of this folio ts blank). 
Fol. 2. 
M¢ thott ther ware choson new chyrch Wardyn 
the second sondey of Aduent the viij yere of 
Kynge Henry the viij Wyllm strynger of terryng 
And John cobdyn of saluyngton And they haue reysey 
uyd for the chyrch box before At the pryshe ————— xxxi® 
the dey Aboue sayd 
Memorand that ther ware choson new chyrch 
Wardyn off tarryng the viij day of Decéber 
the viij yer of Kynge herry the viij Robert borne 
And Roberd pierys And they hany resseuyd 
in the chyrche boxe xl® xj 
Itm thay hafe reseuyde for the rode lyght of the parryse — v® 
Itm reseuyd for the paschale vj® viij4 ob 
(NOTE—Folio 2a is entirely blank). 








Fol. 8. 
Itm forste layde oute for xvj li of Wyxe at viij a li x8 viij? 
Itm fore wacheyng of the ceplcher payde to bole and rychard 























cleford viij4 
Itm fore makyng chyme of chyrche to terel iiij4 
Itm fore makyng of the lache of the churche gate —————- iij4 
Itm payde to Wyllyam marche for myndyng of the gate— ij 
Itm payde for the frare clarke! ij? ob 
Itm payde fore fylyng of the wode ij? 
Itm payde fore fylyng of thre to bole? id 
Itm payde for makyng of the Wyx xvj? 
Itm payde for a schouellre id 


Itm payde for colys ob 
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Mé that remaneth i the church Wardyns hands for the chyrch 
































ale all costs deductd ———-——_-—-_——_ xxxix® & viij? 
and thay hayfe reseued of bole for rent —--—-- ij iiij4 
Itm ffor lyme x8 viij4 
It ffor meyte & drynke for them yt browght the lyme—— vj4 
It payde to Thomas Terell for beryng on of hytt-———— ij4 
It To Terell for makyng a Baudery ke iiij4 
It ffor halfe a hyde of whytledder? ixd 
It ffor another halfe hyde of whytledder for bauderykes — xij 
It ffor a shull tre — id 
It payde for colys — — ob 
It for pynyes for the Auter Clothes - — jd 
It payde for meytte & drynke for sydemen at the Visitacyon 
‘ x74 

It payde to Cueret of the church box ———-——-__—— xa 
It payde to thomas Schorte for makyng a clapur of the gret 
bell —— iij§ x4 

It for hofryng a santanday4 —— — ;¢ 
It resceyuyd of rychard West6 the hole som— xxij§ vij4 ob 
It payde owte of cherche londe ij® vj@ 
Fol. 3a- 


M®¢ thate ther be chosene newe chyrche Wardens of the chyrch 
of tyryng the xxixt® daye of nofember the ix yere of the 
rayne of Kyng¢ Harry the viij Rychard marche and thomas 
schorte and thay haufe reseued in the chyrch box Som 

———————___—— iij!! iijs iiija 




















Itm for a swrplas —————_—__—_______-_____ vj i¢ 
Itm for rare warke for the wendo’ ——-__—___—_ yiij4 
Itm for frare clarke ———_——_—_ ——_—_——_—_—_—_—__—— ij ob 
Itm for the cherche lokys ———-——-—___——___ yj v1ij¢ 
Itm for the mendynge of the wendos — 11j§ 
Itm layde owt® for the clarkys wagys ——--——-——_ i iiij4 
Itm for swepyng of the cherce ———-——__________ ij 
Itm layd owte for the waexe ———-_—-________ vj vj 
Itm for the makyng of the tapars ——----———_—____-— xvj" 
Itm for swepynge of the cherce ——— — ij 
Itm for wachynge of the sepulcar viij4 
Itm layd owt for a boke & for a crysmatory ij cruatys & a 

casse for the chalys iiij§ i4 


Itm for fychynge of the sonde for cherch & spende at nale—v4 








Itm Rechard marche for fecynge of a lode of sond vj 
Itm payde for payntyng of the cherche —— Xxix§ ilij4 
Fol, 4 


Itm Reseywyd of mastar grene for the lyenge of hodny in 
the cherche vj§ viij4 





Sussex Notes and Queries 21 














Itm gatherryd for the Rode lyt® iiij® x4 
Itm gatherryd for the pascale Viij® iiij4 ob 
Itm Reseywyd of John a chambar for the lyynge of Jhon a 
cham bare in the cherche vj§ viij4 
Itm Reseywyd of edwarde hampare for the lyynge of mokner 
hys wyfe in the cherche xij® viij" 
Itm Reseywyd of thomas kyngston of the cherche mony 
— xxx® 





Itm Resewyd of wylyam hunt for the cherche londe — ij§ vj@ 
Itm Resewyd of ale mony & the gewtys of the paryse & awle 


























costys & curgys bore® xx5 xd 
Itm for gernatys & workmans shepe & for nayls of the semhate7 
——— xi 

Itm layde owte for the costes at the wysytasyon—— xiiij4@ 
Itm layde for sene tome thapar® viij4 ob 
Itm for fellynge of the tre & the carrynge to the sawpyte 
inj 

Itm layd owte for the holy brede that hary crobup wold ?9 
—— iij2 ob 

Itm payde to turele for nellynge of hedny thrise ? —vj! 
Itm for new trussynge of the;belles & for mete & drynke — xx4 
Itm for borde & nayls}for to mende the porche — —— xs 
Itm for the hewynge & the sawynge of the tre 1ij§ xj 





(To be continued). 


(1) May be (1) for services performed by monastic priest or (2) a 
charge due from W. Tarring to a religious house. It ceases after 1539, 
the year of the dissolution of the monasteries. (2) Felling of the tree. 
(3) White leather. (4) Perhaps offering to St. Andrew, patron saint 
of W. Tarring. (5) Perhaps ‘skilled’ work. (6) Duties, dues or gifts, 
curges—charges. (7) Sheep—in the Cemetery? (8) St. Thomas’ 
taper? (9) The last word isillegible. (Suggestions of alternative 
interpretations would be welcome.—ED.). 





HOVE—ORIGIN OF THE NAME. 
By PROFESSOR A. MAWER. 

The suggested Scandinavian origin of the name Hove will 
not stand the test of semantic or phonological inquiry. The 
term hof is, as suggested, frequent in Norway and yields, it is 
true, Hov and Hove in many Norwegian place-names. The 
ptimary sense however of that term was ‘ court, hall,’ though 
in Norway and elsewhere in Scandinavia it developed the 
secondary sense ‘temple, sanctuary.’ There is no evidence that 
it was ever used of a circular mound or barrow and the suggestion 
that the hof was ‘ in its first form merely a bowl barrow, a 
haugr or howe ’ finds no support either in historical record or 
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from the form of the word, for haugr (with its English 
descendant howe) has no etymological connexion at all with 
hof (Mod. Norw. Hov(e)). The leap from hove to howe on the 
score of similarity of either meaning or form is an impossible 
one. 

The connexion between Hove and either Old Norse (or for 
that matter Old English) hof(e) is impossible on other grounds 
also. The earliest forms of Hove that have come down to us 
are Houve (1288, 1296, 1302, 1340, 1348) and Huve (1291, 
1340, 1380, 1395, 1428). These, together with the modern 
local pronunciation Hoove [hu:v], show that the vowel in 
early times was long # and not an oatall. This has led to the 
suggestion in Part II of the Place-names of Sussex, shortly 
to be issued by the English Place-name Survey, that Hove 
derives from OE. héfe, ‘hood, covering.’ ‘There it is suggested 
that the name in the first instance may have been applied by 
way of nickname to some small dwelling. The question does 
definitely arise now—was the term /ufe ever applied to the old 
tumulus removed in 1856? Was there perhaps something 
even in the very shape which suggested the name? If that 
is possible the philologist and the archeologist can be in 
happy agreement over the etymology of Hove. 








NOTES. 


BROOCH FOUND AT ARDINGLY.—The brooch here 
illustrated (opposite) was found lying on the surface in the 
garden of Lywood House shortly after it had been dug over 
deeper than usual in July 1929. It was submitted to the 
British Museum by Mr. G. F. Scott the occupier and he 
received the following letter from the Keeper of British and 
Medizval Antiquities, Mr. Reginald A. Smith, F.S.A. ‘ This 
variety of annular brooch (not a buckle) is new to me, but 
the three loops are evidently for pendent chains, as in late 
Roman times: this feature is even seen in the Castellani 
brooch (Anglo Saxon Guides, Pt.x). The hoop seems to 
me a transition from the heavy Norman type to this flat 14th 
century series illustrated by M. Callander in Proc. Soc. 
Antigq. Scot. lvili, 160, but the arrangement of the pin 
continued the same : its ring head worked on the constricted 
portion of the hoop and the pointed end rested in the opposite 
trough. The date would be 12th or 13th century.” 


To face p. 22 














a 


— SCALE OF INCHES— 


Brooch found at Ardingly. 





Inscription, South Stoke Vicarage. 
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The brooch has been presented to the British Museum and 
a replica made by them has been given by Mr. G. F. Scott 
to the Museum at Barbican House, for which the Society is very 
grateful. 


DALLAWAY INSCRIPTION.—The Rev. James Dallaway, 
the Sussex historian, was Vicar of South Stoke, near Arundel, 
from January 2nd, 1799, until November 4th, 1803, when he 
vacated that living and became Rector of Slinfold. It is 
very likely that the Vicarage house at South Stoke will be 
sold in the near future by the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, 
and the little Parish will then come under the spiritual care 
of the Vicar of Arundel. It will probably interest the many 
readers of Dallaway to have some visible record of an 
inscription he wrote on the glass pane of one of the Vicarage 
windows at South Stoke, recording the date of his Institution 
and expressing, in a Virgilian couplet, his satisfaction as 
the prospect of the quiet hours of leisure he hoped to enjoy 
as Vicar of his tiny country Parish on the banks of the Arun. 

Mr. Edward Humphrey, of Walberton, kindly made the 
photograph which accompanies this note (facing p.22) and it 
shows the beautiful neatness of Dallaway’s handwriting. 
The pane of glass was cracked, and has been removed, to 
be leaded and placed for safety in the Vestry of either South 
Stoke, or Arundel, Parish Church. 

J. FOWLER. 


AN ELIZABETHAN MANOR HOUSE.—A description 
contained in the Court Book of the Manor of Hyde in 
Kingston by Lewes, 1585. 

THE SCITE OF THE SAID MANNOR.—Inprimis the Mannor 
House by a Hall of the old Buildinge and other 
Howsinge on the West End of the said Hall and on the East 
End of the said Hall a Parlor and a Buttery newly builded, 
the said Parlor and Buttery lowghted (sic.) on with fayer 
boord : And the said Parlor and Chamber on the same Parlor 
with Glasse windowes: There is more a Kytchinge on the 
South Syde of the said Hall with Houses of Easement in the 
same with a lyttele Court betweene the Hall and Kytchen. 
Also there is a Gate Howse on the East Syde of the said Howse 
and on the Sowth and West partes is an Herbery unclosed 
adjoining to the said Howses. Then there is also two Barnes 
a Stawle and a Stable on the North and East Syde of the said 
Howse and an Inner Close between the said Howse Barnes 
Stawle and Stable. And an outter Close lyinge on the North 
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Syde of the said Barnes. The which outter close lyeth on 
this wise yt adjoyneth tothe Lands of John Barnden on the 
West, and to half an Acre of land of...... Newtons of Lewes 
on the Est which half Acre of Newtons lyeth to the West 
Layne on the North and to the Highe waye ledinge thoro 
the Town of Kingston on the Sowth. 


HORSHAM CANDELAB RUM.—In the Church of St. Helen, 
Abingdon, Berks, there are six handsome 16 sconce candelabra 
of early 18th century date, one of which is inscribed :—‘‘ The 
gift of Mary Eversfield late wife of Charles Eversfield, Esq., 
to the Church of Horsham in Sussex 1713.” 

Cartwright (Rape of Bramber) in a description of Horsham 
Church under ‘“ benefactions ’’ notes the following :— 

“One silver flaggon, two silver cups, one basin for oblations 
gilt: pulpit cushion and cloth with gold fringe. All the gift 
of Madame Eversfield. Also a branch of candlesticks to 
the body of the Church given by her.”’ 

The “‘ basin for oblations’’’ is obviously that described by 
Mr. Couchman in his list of Church Plate at Horsham 
(See S.A.C. xliv, 205). The inscription underneath the basin 
is identical with that on the Candelabrum at Abingdon, 
described above as ‘‘a branch of candlesticks.’’ It would 
be interesting to know how this particular candelabrum, 
originally a gift to the Church at Horsham, found its way to 
Abingdon. The other candelabra in the latter Church are 
of somewhat different design, though apparently of about 
the same period. HENRY CHEAL,. 


SUSSEX ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY. 
I.— FINANCIAL ARRANGEMENTS. 

Members of the Sussex Archzeological Society and other 
subscribers to Sussex Notes and Queries are reminded that 
subscriptions became due on Ist January. In view of the 
alterations sanctioned at the Annual General Meeting in 
March, 1929, it may be as well to set out the present 
arrangements, which are as follows :— 

1.—All members of the Society elected after March 
1929 subscribe {1 annually ; and a large number 
of members elected before that date have agreed 
voluntarily to subscribe {1 per annum. All 
subscribers to the Society of {1 (and all whe 
have paid a Life Composition of £15) will receive 
Sussex Notes and Queries WITHOUT FURTHER 
PAYMENT. 
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2.—Members of the Society who were elected before 
March 1929 and continue to subscribe 10/- per 
annum (and those who have paid a Life 
Composition of f{10) will receive Sussex Notes 
and Queries on payment of AN ADDITIONAL 
SUBSCRIPTION OF 5/- PER ANNUM. 


3.—Those who are not members of the Society and 
desire to receive Sussex Notes and Queries pay 
an ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION OF 6/- 

The payment of subscriptions through a Bank or otherwise 
as soon as possible after Ist January greatly simplifies the 
clerical work. The Society’s Collector is Mr. M. G. Smith, 
Barbican House, Lewes, to whom all subscriptions, other 
than those paid through a Bank, should be sent. 

This issue of Sussex Notes and Queries is being sent to old 
subscribers whether they have renewed their subscription 
for 1930 or not. But (except in the case of members subscribing 
f{1 to the Society) no further copies of Sussex Notes and 
Queries can be sent unless the subscription mentioned in 
paragraph 2 or 3 above has been paid. 

It is hoped that many members of the Society who had paid 
their subscriptions for 1929 before the Annual Meeting will 
see their way this year to increase the amount to {1. 

The usual Financial Statement with some additional 
details will be circulated with the Annual Report. 


II.—The Annual Meeting will be held in Lewes on Wednesday, 

March 19th. The morning will be devoted to business 
as usual and in the afternoon Mr. Ian Hannah, F.S.A., has 
promised to read a paper on Medieval Buildings. Full 
details of the meeting will be sent out with the Annual 
Report and Balance Sheet. It is hoped that as many members 
as can will be present at both the morning and afternoon 
sessions. 


III.—A SCHEME FOR LECTURES IN SUSSEX.—For sometime the 

Council of the Society have found that the work the 
Society might do has been seriously crippled for lack of funds. 
The necessary repairs to their properties, the Castle, Anne 
of Cleves House and Wilmington Priory have exhausted 
all the available money and caused a heavy overdraft 
to be incurred at the Bank. Amongst other efforts to raise 
the necessary funds, a scheme is in course of preparation, 
by which, it is hoped, Lectures will be given all over the County, 
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These Lectures will be on a variety of topics and not only on 
strictly Archeological subjects. All the profits derived from 
them will be given to the Society. If any member would 
be kind enough to arrange for a lecture to be given in his 
or her village, house or garden, the offer will be gratefully 
accepted and a list of Lecturers and their subjects forwarded. 
All Communications in connection with this scheme should 
be addressed to the Hon. General Secretary at Barbican House, 
Lewes. 


IV—tThe Autumn Meeting of the Society was held on Nov. 

15th, 1929, at Brighton. The members and their friends 
assembled in the Museum where an exhibition of Ancient 
MSS. and printed books had been arranged. Many valuable 
exhibits, including some from the Bloomfield Bequest were 
kindly shown by the Brighton Public Library, and Sir Charles 
Thomas-Stanford showed a selection from his collection of 
books by Sussex Authors many of which dated from the 
sixteenth century, and gave a very interesting account of 
the books and their authors. At the conclusion of his remarks 
the members adjourned to the Pavilion where they were 
entertained to tea by the kindness of Sir Charles and Lady 
Thomas-Stanford. After tea Mr. Reginald Smith, F.S.A. 
gave a short Lecture illustrated by Lantern slides on ‘‘ Some 
recent Developments in Archeology.”’ 


THE LATE Mr. A. HADRIAN ALLCROFT. 

Archeology in general and Sussex archeologists in 
particular have suffered a heavy loss in the sudden death of 
Mr. A. Hadrian Allcroft, within a few hours of the death of 
his wife. His contributions to Archeology will be fully 
reviewed elsewhere but as he had planned to contribute a 
note on the Motte at Broadhurst in this issue of Sussex Notes 
and Queries it is fitting that our deep regret at his unexpected 
death should be recorded here. 

His paper on the Pre-History of Village Churches, read 
at the Brighton Congress of the South Eastern Union of 
Scientific Societies last June was one of the most brilliant and 
original contributions made at that Meeting. 


HORSHAM MUSEUM.—Rooms in the fine old 17th 
century house, Horsham Park, have been placed at the 
disposal of the Horsham Museum Society for the purpose 
of a local Museum, ‘The Urban Council acquired this house 
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recently from the Hurst family and have renamed it Park 
House. The Museum Society are raising funds, apart from 
the rates, for equipment of the rooms granted them. An 
early wall paper was one of the features of the house and no 
doubt it has been preserved. 


VALUE OF POND FISH IN 1648.—Thomas Middleton 
was member for Horsham in the Long Parliament, and 
although a Parliamentarian and a sequestration for Sussex, 
was suspected of lukewarmness in respect of the Horsham 
rising in 1648. His estates were sequestered, but ultimately 
returned to him. In the Parliamentary survey of his lands 
dated March 16th, 1649, there is the following curious note. 
‘“Memo—That the furnace pond (at Bewbush) was seined 
about Michzlmas last, and there were taken out of the said 
pond (as we were informed) about 800 carps, and the said 
carps were sold by Mr. Thomas Middleton for £8 per 100, in 
all £64, to Mr. Underhill, a fishmonger of London, the said 
carps being about 5 years growth since they were put into 
the said pond—for which said sum of {64 we conceive 
accompt ought to be given to the Hon. Trustees either by 
Mr. Middleton or Mr. Underhill aforesaid.”’ 


It is stated that carp can be kept alive out of water for 
two or three weeks, and be fattened up by hand feeding while 
so kept. If this is a fact, it might account for the high price. 


ERNEST STRAKER. 


SEAL OF COUNTESS D’EU.—In S.A.C. vi, 110, line 33, 
occurs a misprint which does not seem to have been anywhere 
corrected. Itisthere stated that Alice, Countess d’Eu sealed 
with ‘“ barry a label of sable points.”” This should read 
‘“‘ Barruly a label of eight points.’”’ These were not the Arms 
of Eu, which were “ Asure billety a lion rampant or,” but 
of Lusignan, of which house her husband was one of many 
Cadets. The Coat undifferenced was “ Barruly argent and 
azure. 


This serves to draw attention to these rare and early types 
of label. As on this, so on the shield of Saher de Quincy Earl 
of Winchester we have a label of unnumbered points. But 
though occurring again on the Continent, they did not survive 
in England, the number of points settling down almost at 
once to five and finally three. 

F. LAMBARDE. 
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TOKEN.—There has lately been presented to the Rye 
Museum a 17th century Farthing Token, which so far 
as I can discover has not previously been described. It is 
not in Williamsons. 

O. IOHN. HICKS. uncertain design. 


R. OF DALLINGTON.— I.C. in circle. 
I should be interested to hear if anyone has met with it 
before. L. A. VIDLER, 


Hon. Curator. 


JOHN CULPEPER.—tThe entry of the marriage of John 
Culpeper of Ardingly with Elizabeth Farnfold of Steyning 
recorded in the Register of St. Peter's Westcheap (see p.g) 
deserves attention. At first sight it appears to be a record 
of the clandestine marriage of John, son of Sir Edward Culpeper 
of Wakehurst in Ardingly with his cousin Elizabeth Farnfold, 
his mother having been a member of the Farnfold family. 
This John who would be properly described as of Ardingly 
was baptised there in 1544-5, knighted in 1617, and buried at 
Ardingly in 1620-1 in the lifetime of his father Sir Edward. 

But there was another John Culpeper who for a few years 
was also entitled to describe himself as of Ardingly. He was 
a son of Richard C. of Anstyein Cuckfield and a grandson of 
John C. of Wakehurst and therefore a first cousin of Sir Edward 
and belonging to an older generation than the first named John. 

This John succeeded to Perymans now called Pearmints 
in Ardingly, on the death of Joan, widow first of his uncle 
Thomas C. and afterwards of John Love. He must have 
been in occupation of Pearmints for several years as Joan 
Love is said to have been dead in 1606. At the Court of the 
manor of Ditchling (to which Pearmints belonged) held on 
22 Dec. 1610 John is pronounced the rightful heir to Thomas 
C. after the death of his widow Joan, and is invested with 
Perymans. Immediately afterwards he releases it to Edward, 
the second son of Sir Edward to be called by that name. He 
being an infant, born 1604, Sir Edward Culpeper came into 
possession as his guardian. As the marriage took place on 
May 8, 1611, and John son of Richard was in possession of 
Perymans, Ardingly, in Dec. 1610, there can be little doubt that 
he is the John Culpeper concerned. 

The issue of the marriage were John and Elizabeth to the 
mentioned in Eleanor Culpeper’s Will (Lewes A. 16. 91) 
as children of her son John. 

The pedigree of the Culpeper family is set out in S.A.C. 
xivili, 98, showing the relationship between the two Johns, 
but the evidence of the marriage was not then available. 
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HAWKESBOROUGH.—One of the lost place-names of 
East Sussex is the ‘‘ Hawkesborough ”’ which gave its name 
to one of the hundreds of the Rape of Hastings. There isan 
18th c. mention of Hawksborough Down but its place on the 
map can only be conjectured. In the “ Extracts of Star 
Chamber Proceedings’’ published by the Sussex Record 
Society Vol. xvi, there is found at p.73 the following :---“‘ drove 
away his beasts, and imprisoned him at Hawkesborow in 
Heathfield, and from thence conveyed him to the house of 
John Colyn in Burwash which is two miles from Hawkesborow 
and there kept him....” 

This definitely places Hawkesborough in Heathfield, with 
John Colyn’s house two miles or so away. i should be glad 
of any information which can be given of the house in Burwash 
parish which was occupied by John Colyn in 1531. 

I have long thought that the house in Heathfield now known 
as ‘‘Qwlsbury”’ stands for the “Old Borow”’ 12.e. 
Hawkesborough, but the sum of all the possibilities still falls 
short of proof. D. Macl. 


BUXTED ESTATE.—This estate was purchased by Thomas 
Medley, of Coneyborough, Barcombe, in 1722 and it has 
remained in the possession of his heirs until the present year 
(1930), when owing to the death of the late owner, Viscount 
Portman, it has been sold. The descent has generally been 
through the female members of the family, so that the names 
of the owners have changed through the marriages of the 
heiresses. 

From 1797 to 1804 Sir George William Shuckburgh-Evelyn 
(who married Julia Medley) was in possession, and during his 
time a large volume of sketches and plans of vaiious building; 
on the estate was prepared. This was done by some architect, 
whose name however was not recorded in the volume which 
bears the title:—‘‘ Views and Plans of divers buildings 
belonging to the Farms of the estate of Sir George Shuckburgh- 
Evelyn, 1798.” 

The sketches are beautifully done in sepia and underneath 
each view is a ground plan of the building depicted. The 
volume has been in the possession of the owners of the estate 
till recently when it was bought by Sir Gerald Shuckburgh, 
Bart., of Shuckburgh, Warwickshire, the present head of the 
family of that name. 

Besides the buildings in Buxted itself there were many 
belonging to the Estate in 1798, dotted about East Sussex, a 
complete list of which is given below. 
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The volume containing the sketches having now found a 
permanent home in Warwickshire, the Council of the Sussex 
Archeological Society has had photographs made, with the 
owner’s permission, of the most interesting of the views for the 
Library at Barbican House. These were done by Mr. E. J. 
Bedford, of Lewes, and members of the Society may inspect 
them at any time. A list of the occupiers in 1798 is in my 
possession. 


TABLE OF SKETCHES AND PLANS. 

r, Ground Plan of Buxted House ; 2, 3 and 4, E., NE. and 
SW. views of Buxted House ; 5 and 6, Plans of Basement and 
the two Wings of Buxted House; 7, Ground plan, ditto; 
8 and 9, Plans of first and second floors; 10, 11, and 12, 
Hot-house, greenhouse and ice-house ; 13, House at Buxted, 
occupied by Rev. Mr. Evans; 14 to 23, Houses in Buxted ; 
24 to 27, House at Argas Hill, Harlands and Cooksbridge ; 
28 and 29, Coneyborough House and Stables; 30 to 37, 
Houses at Handley (Barcombe), Holmswood (Barcombe), 
North End (ditto), Barcombe Cross, Mill Row, Allington 
Court, Holmsdale (Fletching), Clay Hill (Ringmer) ; 38, the 
Green Man Inn, Ringmer ; 39 to 43, Houses at Laughton, 
New and Old Claverham, Chalvington and Tarring Court- 
house ; 44, Friston House; 45, Peakdean House; 46, East Dean 
House ; 47, House at Langley ; 48 Red, Dyke House (Westham) 
49, Priesthaws; 50, Otham House; 51, Stone Link (Fairlight) ; 
52 and 53, New and Old Houses at Mersham (Fairlight) ; 
54, House at Chick Hill (Pett) ; 55, Great Maxfield House ; 
56, Great Lidham Hill House ; 57, House at Little Maxfield. 

K. H. MACDERMOTT. 





QUERIES. 


MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT.—The House of Commons 
some time ago appointed a Committee under the Chairmanship 
of Col. Josiah Wedgewood, M.P. to compile a biographical 
register of its members from the beginning of Parliament 
to 1832. The Committee has invited a person in each county 
to collect the necessary material and to forward it to the 
House. 

The Rev. G. P. Crawford, Morden House, Arthur Road, 
Wimbledon, 5.W.19, has accepted this task for Sussex. 
He will be most grateful therefore to anyone who will supply 
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him with biographical details of Members for the County 
or its Boroughs during the period stated, or who will kindly 
refer him to authentic sources of information concerning 
them. Information specially needed re Henry Lumley, M.P; 
John Miller Esqre M.P. for Sussex 1700; James Butler Esqre 
of Worminghurst M.P. 1727, 1734 & 1741; John Fuller Esqre 
Junr. 1713. 


ERNLEY-FEROLE.—Can any reader inform me what 
was the name of the Ernley who settled in Wilts apparently 
in the 16th century accompanied by a Ferole from Riverhall ? 
This is the tradition of the Wilts Feroles who use the surname 
Ernley with their own. 

C. PULLEIN. 


UNKNOWN ARMS.—Can anyone identify the following, 
a saltire, over all a cross-croslet, Crest, out of a coronet 
a demi greyhound. From a grave stone in Rotherfield 
Churchyard, every letter of insciption scaled off. 


C. PULLEIN. 


Reply :—The Rotherfield gravestone must be for one of the 
Durrants who bore “ Per saltire or and ermine a Cross patty 
gules. Crest, out of a coronet or a greyhound’s head sable 
charged in the neck with a gold star.”’ 

F. LAMBARDE. 


ROMAN POTTERY—Various pieces of pottery have been 
found in the gardenof Friaryhurst, Prinsted near Emsworth 
Hants. They are said to be Roman. Was there probably a 
Roman settlement here, and does this present main road 
from Emsworth to Chichester follow the same line as one in 
the time of the Roman occupation ? 

MURIEL RICARDO. 


Reply :—The answer is ‘ Yes’ to both questions. 
There are many signs of Roman settlement all along the 
road from Chichester to Havant. 
The present road from Chichester is practically on the 
line of the Roman road till beyond Havant. 


S. E. WINBOLT. 


COATES.—Can anyone report on finds said to have been made 
here recently. 
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SAXONBURY CAMP.—In his report on Saxonbury in the 
November number of Sussex Notes and Queries Mr. 
Winbolt uses the words “ British iron slag which is quite 
distinguishable from slag of medizval date.’”’ This suggests 
that Mr. Winbolt is able to distinguish the pre-Tudor slags 
from one another and to date them otherwise than by means 
of such pottery as may be found in association with them. 

If this is what Mr. Winboult means, a further note from him 
would be most valuable, for there are many of us who have 
to be content to say that the pre-Tudor slags are distinguishable 
fromthe Tudorandlaterslags. Evenin using these descriptions 
it has to be remembered that the distinction is one of process 
rather than of date, for there can be little doubt that for some 
time after the improved methods which came into use in 
Tudor times were established the older method continued in 
use in the smaller bloomeries. It is a question of some interest 
as to how long after the improved methods were firmly 
established the village smith continued to smelt iron for his 
own purposes by the ancient method, and to produce 
“ancient ’’ slag in so doing, where the ore was ready to his 
hand. ‘Therefore iron slag which has hitherto been 
indistinguishable from “ British slag’’ may have been 
produced as late as the 16th or even the 17th century. 

But if Mr. Winbolt can indeed distinguish the ‘‘ British ”’ 
slag on Saxonbury from the Roman slag at Bardown, and can 
date the numerous beds of ancient cinder in Sussex by the 
appearance of the scoriae, he has made a most important 


discovery, of whch one would like to hear more. 
D. Mach. 





RECENT PUBLICATIONS. 

The Place-Names of Sussex, by A. Mawer and IL. M. 
Stenton. Part 1—The Rapes of Chichester, Arundel and 
Bramber (being Volume viof the English Place-Name Society’s 
Survey of English Place-Names. ) 

Cambridge University Press—xlvi and 249 pp. and map. 

The publication by the English Place-Name Society of the 
first of the two volumes which it is devoting to Sussex is an 
event of very great importance for all students of Sussex 
History and indeed for everyone interested in whatever 
capacity in the topography of Sussex: and there can be no 
doubt that this volume and its companion dealing with East 
Sussex will rank high amongst the records of the county. 
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Many members of the Sussex Archeological Society will 
recall with pleasure the interesting account of the work of 
the Place-Name Society which was given by Professor Mawer 
at the Autumn Meeting at Worthing in 1926. Since that time 
Professor Mawer has spent a good deal of time in Sussex, and 
the fruits of his study of Sussex names and Sussex history are 
to be seen in this volume. 

For those who did not hear Professor Mawer’s lecture it 
may be explained that the English Place-Name Society is 
continuing and expanding the work initiated by Professor 
Skeat, and is publishing a detailed survey of the Place-Names 
of every English county. Buckinghamshire, Bedford and 
Huntingdon, Worcestershire and the North Riding of 
Yorkshire have already been dealt with in four annual volumes. 
The wealth of material published and unpublished, relating 
to Sussex is so great that two volumes, those for 1929 and 
1930, are allotted to the county. The present volume covers 
the three western and smaller rapes. Whenthesecond volume 
is issued Sussex will have been treated at greater length than 
any other single county except of course Yorkshire. 

While the enterprise is of course primarily linguistic and to 
some extent technical—and on this aspect of the matter the 
present writer is not qualified to speak—the volumes are of 
the greatest possible interest to a much wider public than the 
comparatively small circle of Anglo-Saxon scholars. Most 
people are more or less interested in the names of places 
familiar to them: and, even if names themselves make no 
appeal, this survey may prove a most useful guide to the 
sources of local history. The method adopted is to group 
together under the name of each parish all the early 
references to that particular place and to farms and houses 
in it. Thus to take an example at random under the head 
of Worthing we find not merely an explanation of the name, 
but references which show that the place is mentioned in 
Domesday, in the Feet ot Fines in 1218, 1240, 1249 and 1313, 
in unpublished Assize Rolls in 1261, 1285 and 1288, in Patent 
Rolls in 1225, in Subsidy Rolls in 1296, 1327 and 1333, and in 
the Chichester Episcopal Registers in 1397. The entries show 
at a glance that the earliest known references to Steyning is 
in a copy made about the year 1000 of a Saxon Cartulary of 
880, that Chichester first appears under that name in the 
Anglo-Saxon Chronicle of 895, and that Fittleworth cannot 
be traced earlier than a Pipe Roll of 1168. 

In short, we have here collected and indexed, all the 
known early references, published and unpublished, to every 
place in West Sussex having an old name. 
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The main function of the Survey, however, is to discuss 
and explain the origin of the names, and have, quite apart from 
technical questions, the volume has much of fascinating 
interest to reveal. Sometimes the literal meaning of the 
name gives us a glimpse of the minds and life of the South 
Saxons as Haslingbourne (in Petworth) which means ‘‘ the 
stream of the dwellers by the hazel bush.”” Sometimes the 
ingenuity of the editors traces some long lost meaning as in 
Limbo (again in Petworth) which is shown to be derived from 
Imp-hage (hedge of Saplings) while a lost alternative name for 
the same place shows that it was a swine pasture belonging 
to Felpham : sometimes interesting parallels are quoted from 
other counties as in the discussion of Ebernoe and the doubt 
which arises as to whether the first element denote an island 
(e.g.) or a yew tree (ice). But it is impossible by one or two 
quotations to do justice to the immense amount of valuable 
material of this kind. One can only urge all readers of Sussex 
Notes and Queries to get the book for themselves. 

Space prevents more than a passing reference to what is 
from the general point of view perhaps the most valuable part 
of the work, namely, the introduction which shows how much 
light is thrown by a study of Place-names on the settlement 
of Sussex by the Saxons and their relationship to the settlers 
in adjoining counties. This is a matter to which it may be 
possible to refer again on another occasion. It must be 
enough now to point out that the researches of the editors 
tend to confirm the fact that most of the Saxon settlements 
were along the sea-plain and at the foot of the Downs: and 
that Sussex was somewhat isolated from the rest of England. 
Emphasis is laid on the great antiquity of many Sussex names, 
and on the frequency of names in -ing which represent an 
earlier stage in settlement than those in -ton and -ham. At 
the same time the early origin of many Wealden names is 
noted, and the idea that the Weald was a trackless wilderness 
in early Saxon times is definitely rejected. The chief 
centres of population were all in the southern part of the 
county : but the Weald was used for grazing and for rearing, 
and isolated farms must have been fairly numerous. 

This is not the place to speak of the assistance which has 
been rendered in the preparation of this work by members 
of the Sussex Archeological Society ; but it must be a source 
of pride to members of that Society and still more of the 
Sussex Record Society to find how useful the publications for 
which they are responsible have proved. 

The absence of an index only makes us more impatient 
for the eagerly awaited volume on East Sussex. 
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Buxted the Beautiful, by the Rev. K. H. MacDermott. 
Fell & Son, 3/-. Another parish has been added to the list 
of those whose history has been written. In this case it is 
Buxted whose Rector the Rev. K. H. MacDermott has published 
an interesting pamphlet, full of details of the parish which he 
rightly calls “‘ Beautiful.’’ Besides a mass of historical and 
other information an excellent feature in the reproduction of 
the Sussex vernacular in the sayings of the venerable village 
patriarch. ‘Must a’ bin drear and lonesome to live in a hole 
like that wi’ nothing but rats and ammuts and creepy-crawlies 
to keep yer company. Damp and cold too in driply weather 
such as we’ve bin havin’. I wouldn’t ’a bided there long I 
know!’ A remark made, not about Buxted, but about the 
Hermitage there. 

It has been said that Solihull Church, Warwickshire, was 
designed by the same builder as Buxted (see Solihull Church, 
published by Cornish Bros., Birmingham). The east window 
is practically identical but other proofs are needed to decide 
such a difficult point. 





The Sussex County Magazine continues to grow and to 
flourish. In the first number for 1930 there is an interesting 
and amusing map of Newhaven, 1830-1840, illustrating an 
article on Smuggling at that date. Mr. David Mclean’s 
article on Sussex and the U.S.A. is well worth the attention of 
our readers. 

The preservation of ancient deeds is a matter of the first 
importance and we are glad that the Editor of $.C.M. has 
emphasized the point by means of an article by the Viscountess 
Wolseley. The Rev. W. Budgen, F.S.A. is the Hon. Curator 
of Deeds in the charge of S.A.S. at Barbican House, Lewes. 
The illustrations of some of the coins found at Broadhurst in 
the article on Treasure Trove, by Miss M. H. Cooper, will 
encourage the public to bring their finds to the knowledge of 
the authorities. The picture of the Old Pear Tree by Harry 
Bush is a delightful example of the work of a Sussex artist. 





INFORMATION CORNER. 


As Sussex Notes & Queries now reaches a large proportion of 
the members of the Sussex Archeological Society it must conie 
into the hands of many persons who are more or less interested in 
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some branch of Archeology. Some of our readers would 
doubtless become keen amateurs, even if they did not go 
further and become seriousstudents, if they had the opportunity 
of clearing away some of the initial difficulties that text books 
do not always deal with. 

It is therefore proposed to set aside a corner in S.N.Q. for 
the purpose of removing some of these stumbling blocks, and 
questions of all sorts are welcome from the veriest beginner 
upwards. ‘The questions themselves will not necessarily be 
published but the answers will be given, if possible, in the form 
of a note. The chief branches of study which can be served 
in this way are Architecture, Heraldry and Manorial Customs, 
but no limit is set to the questions, though naturally an answer 
cannot be guaranteed to every conundrum. 





Note I. Domesday Book can be seen any day except 
Saturday and Sunday between 2 and 4 p.m. at the Museum 
of the Public Record Office in Chancery Tane, W.C.1., 
admission free. It is useless for the amateur to attempt 
to deal with the original. The Sussex portion will be found 
translated, in Vict. County Hist. Sussex, Vol. 1., which 
supersedes earlier translations. 





Apologies are due for the late appearance of the February 
number of S.N.Q. Many contributions were received so 
late that it was impossible to complete the magazine in time. 














